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has had numerous cases of BSE in re-
cent years. Our current testing system 
would detect one BSE-positive cow out 
of 10 million healthy cows with a 99 
percent probability. So the odds of a 
BSE cow getting through our present 
system is practically nil. So it is a very 
reliable system. 

Contrast this with the scenario cur-
rently going on with the European 
Union. In 2004, last year, there were 756 
cases of BSE in the European Union, 
756, whereas in all of North America 
there have been no more than four or 
five cases in the last 3 years. There 
have been 189,102 cases of BSE in Eu-
rope since BSE was first found several 
years ago. So it has been a huge 
amount of trouble that they have had. 
Yet the United States has experienced 
practically no exports of our beef to 
Europe. One would think with that sce-
nario that we would have had a tre-
mendous export opportunity. 

The European Union has blocked U.S. 
beef in violation of WTO rules, also has 
blocked our pork, our poultry, and ge-
netically modified crops. So the Euro-
pean Union, certainly, has not been a 
good trading partner; and they have, as 
I mentioned, violated WTO rules in 
doing so. 

The net agriculture trade deficit be-
tween the United States and the Euro-
pean Union was a minus $5 billion last 
year; so we have taken a big hit in this 
area. 

Current trade talks with the Euro-
pean Union are very important, and we 
have an excellent trade ambassador, 
Rob Portman, who is doing a great job 
and we have great confidence in him, 
but currently we have an offer on the 
table which is one by which we would 
reduce our amber box, our farm sub-
sidies, by 60 percent, from $19 billion to 
roughly $7.5 billion. 

We have asked the European Union 
to reduce their trade subsidies by 83 
percent, from $80 billion down to $15 
billion. The EU has countered with an 
offer to reduce their export subsidies 
and also their farm subsidies to 39 per-
cent, which is certainly not a very sat-
isfactory counteroffer. As a result, we 
are somewhat concerned about their 
response to this whole situation. 

It seems that tariffs certainly need 
to be equalized between the U.S. and 
the European Union. Currently, our 
tariffs on goods going into the Euro-
pean Union are roughly 30 percent. 
Their goods coming into the United 
States are roughly 12 percent. So here 
these two large trading partners, with 
economies of somewhere in the $9 tril-
lion to $11 trillion range, still have a 
great dichotomy in terms of the actual 
tariffs that are being charged against 
the U.S. versus the EU. 

The important thing to realize is if 
these trade agreements are formalized 
and if they do come into being, this 
will certainly change the nature and 
structure of our current farm bill. 

A note of caution here, Mr. Speaker. 
Brazil is waiting there and seeing what 
is going to happen. Their land is rough-

ly 10 percent of our land value. Their 
labor costs are about 5 percent of our 
value. So if we reduce our farm pro-
grams, they are going to be a formi-
dable competitor. We certainly think 
our farmers can compete with anyone 
in the world; but when the playing field 
is that unequal, it can be a problem. So 
it is really important that we realize 
that trade agreements are tremendous 
if they are honored and if the playing 
field is equal, but they can be huge li-
abilities if one side honors the agree-
ments and the other does not. 

So far with the European Union that 
has been pretty much the situation. So 
in Congress we need to look at the next 
WTO round very carefully. 
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THE CONTINUING WAR IN IRAQ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, every 
time you look, the rationale for the Iraq war 
has shifted. It went from being about weapons 
of mass destruction to removing Saddam Hus-
sein to trying to build a democratic Iraq. 

We were told this war would be over in a 
matter of weeks, and that the Iraqis would be 
able to finance it with oil sales. We were 
promised it was not a mission of nation build-
ing. 

But the reality is we’re two years in and 
we’ve spent more than $200 billion dollars on 
this venture. And who is paying for all of this? 
The American taxpayer. 

The outstanding public debt as of October 3 
is almost $8,000,000,000,000 (eight trillion). 
With a population approaching 300 million, 
each U.S. citizen’s share of this debt is about 
$27,000. 

Big government conservatives are spending 
trillions and wasting billions. Republicans are 
no longer the party of fiscal conservancy, but 
the party of runaway spending and corruption. 

The majority’s oversight of the spending in 
Iraq has been simply disgraceful. The time for 
accountability is long overdue. It is time to 
stop handing the president blank checks. 

Each week in Iraq, the deadly attacks con-
tinue, and more of our troops are lost. Our 
death toll now is past 2,000 Americans. 

These attacks remind us again of the urgent 
need to develop a more effective strategy in 
Iraq—one I and my colleagues on this side of 
the aisle suggested before we went to war, 
and one that was disregarded. 

The reality in Iraq is that we are creating 
new terrorists and severely damaging the pub-
lic impression of the United States in the Mus-
lim world. 

We should not be advocating an immediate 
withdrawal. But we need an exit strategy ad-
dressing our goals in Iraq and proposing the 
announcement of a timetable to draw down 
the majority of U.S. forces during 2006. 

Yet the president still refuses to level with 
Congress and the American people about 
when such withdrawals may actually come to 
pass. 

Our military leaders have repeatedly told us 
that there is no purely military solution in Iraq, 
and that a political settlement is a necessary 
element for success. 

Meanwhile, the Administration continues 
urging the American people to ‘‘stay the 

course.’’ That’s a bumper sticker slogan, not a 
strategy. 

The dishonesty needs to stop. The Amer-
ican people deserve better. 

Our troops have done everything we’ve 
asked of them in Iraq. They have acted hero-
ically. They have done their job. 

We must have a timetable for withdrawal of 
U.S. forces—or at the very least a plan for it— 
something the administration has incredulously 
failed to do for over two years. 

This means conveying that our troops will 
not be there forever. It means the Iraqis must 
come together. Only Iraqi unity can stop the 
insurgency, not a permanent U.S. military 
presence. 

The administration has been sending the 
wrong message with repeated statements that 
we will stay in Iraq as long as we are needed. 

We should not mislead the Iraqis into think-
ing they have unlimited time to reach a settle-
ment. The longer they think that, the less likely 
they will be to act. 

The administration needs to speak honestly 
with the American people. Exaggerating our 
progress in defeating the insurgency or in cre-
ating an Iraqi army paints a dangerous picture. 
Repeated tours in Iraq and Afghanistan have 
strained our forces and have hurt recruitment. 

The American people are losing patience 
with the mounting casualties and costs. 

Democrats are asking the administration to 
do its job and to develop a strategy for suc-
cessful completion of the mission. 

It’s past time for a plan to ensure that our 
mission in Iraq is a success and that our 
brave men and women in uniform can begin to 
come home soon. 

We must support initiatives that provide 
clear, concrete measures and milestones that 
our troops need for defeating the insurgency, 
building up Iraqi security forces, and handing 
over Iraq to the Iraqi people. 

From increased gas prices to corruption in 
Ohio and Washington; from record spending 
and record debt to jobs shipped overseas; and 
from failing to supply body armor to our troops 
in Iraq to skyrocketing healthcare costs, the 
Republican agenda has proved a failure. 

And they’ve done nothing to remedy it. 
The Republicans are running wild with our 

tax dollars and it’s been a mistake to let this 
administration continue a policy of incom-
petence when it comes to Iraq. 

It is past time for Republican leadership to 
answer for record deficits and reckless spend-
ing, both in Iraq and in the U.S. It’s time for 
a plan to bring our troops home. 

It’s a message the American people under-
stand, but Republicans aren’t willing to accept. 

f 

IRAQ AND AMERICA’S LEADERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, last 
year when it became clear that the 
United States was unprepared to fight 
an increasingly hostile and aggressive 
Iraqi insurgency, Secretary Rumsfeld 
told our troops: ‘‘You have to go to war 
with the Army you have, not the Army 
you want.’’ 

Well, I am here tonight to tell Sec-
retary Rumsfeld and the other mem-
bers of the Bush administration that 
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